DOCUMENT RESUME 



ED 339 730 



TM 017 634 



AUTHOR 
TITLE 



INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 

PUB TYPE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



ABSTRACT 



Ward, Martha S.; Kirby, Kevin 
The North Carolina 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
Report: Stats, 129 School Systems and Two Special 
School Results. 

North Carolina State Dept. of Public Instruction, 
Raleigh. Div. of Accountability Services/Research. 
Aug 91 
55p. 

Statistical Data (110) — Reports - Descriptive (141) 
MF01/PC03 Plus Postage. 

Academic Achievement; Achievement Gains; Aptitude 
Tests; College Entrance Examinations; Comparative 
Analysis; Graphs; Higher Education; High Schools; 
«High School Students; Public Schools; *School 
Districts; School Statistics; *Scores; Special 
Schools; *State Surveys; Tables (Data); *Test 
Results; Test Score Decline 
*North Carolina; *Scholastic Aptitude Test 



In 1989, North Carolina's scores on the Scholastic 
Aptitude Test (SAT) were the lowest in the nation, with a total score 
of 836 for North Carolina compared to 903 for the nation. The State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction developed a five-point plan to 
address this situation. The SAT results for 1990 show an increase for 
North Carolina to an average total score of 841, while the national 
SAT scores dropped to 900. For 1990, North Carolina ranked above 
South Carolina and the District of Columbia and is now tied with 
Georgia. The trend continued in 1991, with a score increase as the 
national score dropped, and greater participation by North Carolina 
students (57%). This report contains the 1991 SAT scores of 129 
school districts and 2 special schools. Sixteen tables contain scores 
for North Carolina and the nation. Districts with best performance 
are highlighted. Fourteen graphs illvstrate SAT performance. (SLD) 



* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made 

* from the original document. 



o 

00 
N 

CO 

o 





The North 
Scholastic Aptitude Test Report 



U.S. OfFAfVTMENT Of EDUCATION 

Office o< Eduoitionai RtMtrch and improvement 

EDUCATIONAL RESOUnCES INFORMATION 
CENTER (ERIC) 

\snt\\% document has been reproduced as 
received from the person or organizativ.n 
ortgtnattng it 

n Minor changes have been made to improve 
reproductton Quality 



• Points c' view or opinions slated m this docu- 
ment do not necessarily represent official 
OERI pos'tion or policy 



'•PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS 
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)/' 



State, 129 School System and 2 Special School Reports, 1991 



f 

I 



BobBtheridge 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction 



Division of Accountability Services 
North Carolina Department of Public Instruction 

Raleigh, NO 27603-1712 



I BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

ERIC 2 



Published August, 1991 



The North Carolina 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Report: 
State, 129 School Systems and Two Special School Results 



Prepared by Martha S. Ward, Ph.D., and Kevin Kirby, B.S. 

Division of Accountability Services 
North Carolina Department of Public Instruction 

Raleigh. NC 27603-1712 



Bob Etheridge 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction 



Published August 1991 



FOREWORD 



Two years ago, North Carolina's ranking on the Scholastic Aptitude Test dropped 
to dead last in the nation. For almost twenty years we have played tag with South 
Carolina, Georgia, and the District of Columbia. During all of those years. North 
Carolinians accepted various excuses for such poor performance and the iinnual rcl^ of 
scores went, for all practical purposes, unnoticed. However, when we dropped to fifty- 
first behind all states and the District of Columbia, the state's citizens, our leaders and our 
educators said "enough " As State Superintendent, I declared an emergency, promised to 
leam as much as possible about the problem and guaranteed the students and parents of this 
state that educators would fix the problem. 

The 1991 SAT results presented in this report show that North Carolina is making 
progress. We gained three points over 1990. This gain has come at a time when the 
national trend is down. During this same period, the national SAT score has declined 
seven points. We have moved out of the cellar ahead of South Carolina and the Distnct of 
Columbia and are now tied with Georgia. I am proud of this achievement and want to 
commend every teacher who made the commitment to improve student performance in his 
or her classroom. I am proud of our students who tried harder than ever before and am 
pleased for those students who can compete a little better for admission to the college of 
their choice. 

In looking at the results, there are some areas where we should be especially 
pleased. For example, almost 500 more black students took the SAT in 1991 than in 1990, 
and the average score for black test-takers has improved by fourteen points since 1989. 
But there continues to be concern with the lack of progress with some subgroups of 
students. The top ten percent of our students, for example, gained only four points during 
that same period. All of our students need to improve their performance for us to meet our 
goal of the national average by the year 2000. 

I want to acknowledge the support of the local superintendents in this important 
challenge. They have made improvement of SAT scores a priority, and it is at the local 
level where change takes place. This year, 129 superintendents made their local data 
available for analysis and inclusion in this report. I want to thank them for their help. 




Bob Etheridge 

State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
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Abstract 



In 1989, North Carolina's scores on the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SA O were the 
lowest in the nation, with a total sfxrt of 836 compared to 903 for the nation. Bob 
Etheridge, State Superintendent of Public Instniction, developed a five-point plan to 
address this situation. 

In 1990, national SAT scores dropped 2 points to an average total score of 900, 
while North Carolina's scores improved by S points to 841. Verbal scores 
improved by 4 points and mathematics scores improved by 1 point This brought 
North Carolina's rank above that of South Carolina. 

In 1991, national SAT scores again dropped while North Carolina's scores 
improved. The nation's total score dropped to 896 , and North Carolina's score 
improved to 844, with a four point improvement in mathematics for a score of 444 , 
and a one point loss in verbal with a score of 400. 

North Carolina participation on the SAT was up two points in 1991 to 57 percent, 
which was tied for 15th highest in the couRiiy. 

Comparisons were made of the 1991 perfonnance of subgroups of students in 
North Carolina to the same subgroups in states which are demographically similar 
to North Carolina and have similar proportions of students taldng die SAT. fhese 
comparisons show deficits for almost every subgroup. 

The SAT performance of 129 local school systems and two special schools which 
released their scores to the Department of Public Instruction varies gready. The 
performance of successful school systems is highlighted. 
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Introduction 



North Carolina dropped to last in the nation on Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) scores in 
1989. North Carolina's average score fell while other states nuuntained their scores. In September 
1989 in response to these scores, State Superintendent Bob Edieridge proposed a five-point 
program to address the situation. The program included: 

( 1 ) establishment of a Task Force on Excellence in Secondary Education, 

(2) thorough and careful analysis of the performance of schools and school systems on 
the SAT, 

(3) provision of the Preliminaiy Scholastic Aptitude Test (PSAT) to algebra I students, 

(4) programs to encourage all students to take more rigorous courses of study which 
include higher level thinking skills, 

(5) implementation of a program of more flexibility for local school systems while 
holding systems accountable for student outcomes (Senate Bill 2). 

In 1990 North Carolina regained the five points it lost in 1989 to achieve a total score of 
841, during a year when the nation's score dropped by three points to 903. This moved the state's 
rank up one position to 50th, past South Carolina. [The District of Columbia is reported with the 
50 states in SAT rankings]. 

In 1991 North Carolina again improve its score on the SAT while the nation's score fell. 
The North Carolina total score was 844, a thr^jc-point improvement over 1990, while the average 
score for the nation waj 896, which was a four-point loss from 1990. This moved the state's 
ranking to a tie with Georgia for 48ih, and past South Carolina and the District of Columbia. 
North Carolina improved its mathematics score by four points, achieving a score of 444, while the 
verbal score dropped one point to 400. 

Task Force on Excellence in Secondary Education 

The first component of the State Superintendent's program, the Task Force on 
Excellence in Secondary Education chaired by Judge L. Richardson Prcyer, a former U.S. 
Congressman and federal court judge, was initiated at an Urgency Meeting convened in Raleigh on 
October 30, 1989. The Task Force, made up of some of the state's leading citizens, businesses 
leaders and educators, examined our performance on the SAT and established two goals. They 
were: 

• By 2000, the average score of North Carolina students taking the 
Scholastic Aptitude Test will exceed the national average with die 
southeastern regional average being exceeded by 1995. 

• The percentage of Nordi Carolina students taking the Scholastic 
Aptitude Test each year between 1990 and 2000 will remain at least 
at the 1989 level. 

The State Superintendent believes these arc realistic goals for North Carolina and has 
adopted them as a priority of the Department of Public Instruction and for achievement by the state 
education system. 
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North Carolina Administration of the Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test 

Prior to 1990, fewer than half of North Carolina's students took the Pieliminaiy Scholastic 
Aptitude Test (PSA'O before taking the SAT llie SAT is very different from other tests generally 
administered in North CaioUna. Without exposure to die format and types of questions* me SAT 
can be very confusing. The PS AT provides students widi experience and practice on the SAT 
Studies have shown mat such practice can improve individual student scores on the SAT 

The North Carolina General Assembly made funds available to provkle a released version 
of the PSAT to students taking at least algebra L Since the program was first implemented in 
February 1990, over 40,000 students have taken the exam each year through the special 
administration. [Note: The Etepartment of Public Instruction reconnnends that students who take 
the test have some geometry because of the amount of geometry content on the test] The purposes 
of the special administration were to (1) improve student preparation for the SAT by increasing 
familiarity with the problem-solving aiid higher-level thiiiking skills measured by the SAT, (2) to 
provide students with diagnostic infomiation about dieir perfomuuice on these skills, and (3) to 
provide information for teachers, schools and school systems on relative strengths and weaknesses 
of dieir students on diinking skills. 

Detailed information, including theu* own test booklets and the answers to the items, was 
returned to each student taking the PSAT, and comprehensive student, school, and school sjrstem 
profiles were provided. A computerized software package widi tiie capability of disaggregating 
data for groups of students and of producing detailed diagnostic information on individual students 
was made available to each school system for use by counselors and teachers. [Note: The national 
PSAT is administered annually in die fall: over 20,000 Nordi Carolina students participated in fall 
1990.1 

Analysis of School System Performance on the SAT 

The tiiird component of die Superintendent Edieridge's program, analysis of school system 
performance on die SAT, is die subject of dus report The State Superintendent and the State 
Board of Education requested diat local superintendents sign release forms so diat SAT results 
could be examinoi The purposes of diis analysis are to provide information to schools and school 
systems on relative strengths and weaknesses of dieir students on skills measured by die SAT and 
to identify systems diat have demonstrated improved peifonnance on diose skills so diat effective 
practices can be identified and disseminated across the state. 

This Report 

One-hundred and twenty-six of 134 systems released their scores in 1989 and 1990, and 
129 of 133 school systems released dieir 1991 scores. Additionally, die Nordi Carolina School of 
die Arts and die North Carolina School of Madiematics and Science released dieir 1991 SAT 
scores. 

Caution must be exercised in interpreting diese scores for local systems, which vary 
considerably in percentage and types of students taking die SAT "Odier factors variously related 
to performance on die SAT include acadenuc courses studied in high school, family background, 
and education of parents. These factors and odiers of a less tangible nature could very well have a 
significant influence on average scores." (The College Board, Press Release, 1991.) The College 
Board strongly discourages die use of SAT scoi\;s to compare school systems or states. However, 
widi some stability in participation rates, die review of scores over a number of years can reveal 
changes in die performance of specified groups of students who take die SAT. 
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The data in this report are from three primary sources: (1) National College-Bound 
Seniors: 1991 SAT Profile, and profiles from earlier years (The College Board), (2) North 
Carolina College Bound Seniors: 1991 SAT Profile , as well as the profiles for other selected 
states (The College Board), and (3) a data tape of individual student scores for the 129 school 
systems and two special schools which released scores to the Dqiartment of Public Instruction, 
prepared Educational Testing Service in cooperation with the College Board. In all cases, the 
most recent scores of seniors are reported, regardless of when they were last tested. 

Data from the College Board vary somewhat from data reported to the Department of Public 
Instruction, since the Department of Public Instruction data were restricted to the 129 school 
systems and two special schools which released their data, while the College Board profiles 
included students from all public schools as well as all nonpublic schools. In the several instances 
where the Department of Public Instruction data were aggregated for the state and differ from the 
College Boar^. data, care has been taken to identify tSe data source in order to avoid confusion. 

The report is presented in a basically tabular and chart fonnat with specific observations but 
little descriptive narrative. Section 1 presents an introduction and description of data ustd in the 
report. Section 2, which describes national and North Carolina performance on the SAT in 1991 
and historically, is presented in two parts. First, North Carolina's total scores are presented 
relative to national scores (50 states and the District of Columbia) and to scores of the 24 states 
where at least 40 percent of graduating seniors take the SAT (the so called "SAT states".) In those 
states where very small percentages of students take the test, the students are typically applicants to 
the nation's most selective colleges, so that average scores for these states are higher than the 
national average. In the SAT states, where greater proportions of students take the test, the scores 
are closer to the national average. 

The next part of section 2 presents a 1991 profile of North Carolina performance, with 
scores disaggregated for selected categories of students. Then, the 1991 performance of some 
categories of students in North Carolina is compared to performance of the same categories of 
students in selected other states. The selected states are those where at least 40 percent of the 
students take the SAT, and whose genonal population characteristics are similar to North 
Carolina's. 

Section 3 presents 1991 SAT results based on the data tape for the 129 school systems 
and two special schools which released their scores to the Department of Public Instruction. The 
section is in three parts: (1) a frequency distribution of student scores, (2) graphic representations 
of the distributions of scores, and (3) distributions of SAT Verbal and Mathematics yield scores 
(see below). 

Section 4 contains individual school system results for 1991 including successful school 
systems and system results presented by Technical Assistance Center. Th^ individual school 
system results are presented in both tabular and graphic forms, with the box and whiskers graphics 
providing information on the entire distribution of scores for each school system. 

Yield Index. In sections 3 and 4 a statistic- yield-is presented. The yield index uses 
both the average percent correct on a test and the participation rate. For this report, participation 
rate is computed by dividing the number of SAT takers by the 7th month average daily 
membership. The mathematics and verbal percentages are based on the percent of the total subtest 
score achieved (e.g., a score of 400 is 200 out of a 600 point scale since the lowest possible score 
for each subtest is 200 and the highest score is 800.) 

The participation rate is multiplied by the verbal (and mathematics) percentage to arrive at 
the yield score for the subtest, For example, a school system with an average verbal score of 528 
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and a participation rate of 50 percent has a yield score [((528 • 200) / 600) x 50] of 27. The index 
theoretically ranges from zero to 100. 

The yield index permits die state or a school system to compare its pettbrmanoe from year 
to year on a scale adjusted for varying participatioo rates. North Carolina's participation rate for 
1991 was 53.1 percent [Remember that diis analysis is based on 129 school systems and 2 special 
schools and will vaiyfiom the College Board repofts. The participation rate for die total state, 
based on projected enroUments and including private schools, was 57 percent] The state's 1991 
verbal yield was 17.8, and die madiematics yield was 21.8. compared to the 1990 madiematics 
yield of 2\ and verbal yield of 17. 

School System and School Profiles. Individual school and school system profiles, 
similar in format to die state profile presented as Tables 5 and 6, were provided to each of 
school systems which released dieir scores to die DepartoMnt of Public Insmiction. A compilation 
of die school system profiles is available from die Department of Public Instruction. 

Note diat a report on Nordi Carolina's 1989 and 1990 SAT performance was released by 
die Department of Public Instruction in 1990 (North Carolina Scholastic Aptitude Test Results: 
State and 126 School System Reports, 1990, in two volumes.) 
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SECTION 2 

NATIONAL AND NORTH CAROLINA PERFORMANCE ON THE SAT: 

1991 AND HISTORICALLY 
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North Carolln? Performance on the SAT; 1991 and Historically 

Tables and Fipges 

Table 1. 1991 SAT Verbal, Mathematics, and Total Scores Ranked by State 
Qbsgrvations 

Korth Carolina scored 844 on the Total SAT in 1991: 400 on the verbal 
subtest and 444 on the mathematics subtest 

• An estimated 57 percent of North Carolina graduating seniors took the SAT 
in 1991. 

• North Carolina ranked 48th on total SAT score, tied with Georgia and 
ranking above South Carolina and the District of Columbia; ranked 49th on 
verbal score, tied with Georgia and ranking above South Carolina; and 
ranked 48th on mathematics, tied with Georgia and ranking above South 
Carolina and the District of Columbia. [Note: The District of Columbia is 
included in addition to the 50 states in College Board reports.] 

Table 2. 1986-1991 SAT Total Scoics Ranked by State 

Observations 

North Carolina improved its total SAT score by three points over Ac 
previous year, improving its mathcmaticf score by four points and dropping 
one point on the verbal section. 

North CaroUna's highest rank since 1986 was the 1991 rank of 48 (tied 
with Georgia). 

Table 3. 1991 SAT Verbal, Mathematics, and Total Scores for States with 40 Percent 
or More of Seniors Taking the Test. 

Observations 

• Twenty-four states administered the SAT to 40 percent or more of seniors in 
1991. The percentage of students taking the SAT ranged from 41 percent in 
Alaska to 81 percent in Connecticut. Fifty-seven percent of North Carohna 
seniors were tested. [Note: this is an increase of two percent compared to 
1990.1 

• Fifteen states had higher percentages of students tested than North Carolina, 
and one state tied. Thirteen of sixteen states with the highest participation 
scored higher than North Carolina on the verbal and mathematics sections 
and on total score. North Carolina outperfonned the District of Columbia 
and South Carolina, and was tied with Georgia on all three scores. 



Table 4. National and North Carolina Average SAT Scores: 1972--1991 
Figure 1 . Average Total SAT Scores for North Carolina and the Nation: 1982-1991 
Observations 

• While North Carolina's average verbal score dropped one point in 1991, the 
highest mathematics score was achieved, and the total score was the highest 
since 1974. This occurred in a year when the national verbal score was the 
lowest, the mathematics score was the lowest since 1984, and the total score 
was the lowest since 1983. 

• The trend lines for the United States and North Carolina from 1982 to 199 1 
show that the United States has been on a downward trend since 1985, 
while North Carolina has generally had an upward trend since 1983. 

Figure 2 SAT Total Scores for North Carolina, Virginia, Georgia, and South 
CaroUna: 1985-1991 

Qhservations 

North Carolina performance had been somewhat below Georgia's until the 
1991 tie. 

North Carolina fell below South Carolina in 1989 but regained the loss in 

1990 and 1991, while South Carolina's scorr. decreased. 

The trend lines for Virginia, Georgia, and South Carolina had been up but 
have now turned down. 

The trend line for North Carolina, while flatter than those for the other 
states, has been up. The dip in performance in 1989 broke the trend line 
while rjie 1990 and 1991 performances continue the upward trend. 

1991 SAT Verbal Score Breakdowns: N.C. and U.S. 
1991 SAT Mathematics Score Breakdowns: N.C. and U.S. 

Observations 

• North Carolina scores arc lower for almost every subgroup of student 
compared to the averages for their national counterparts. Deficits are 
greatest for students with the most credits in academic subjects, males, 
whites as compared to blacks, and students with reported grade point 
averages of A+, A and A-. Students fmm families with higher levels of 
income and parent education do not outperform their less advantaged 
classmates, relative to national performance. 

NOTE: Comparison of North Carolina SAT total score performance with the United States and 
other selected states are presented in both tabular and graphic form. Verbal and mathematics 
comparisons arc presented in tabular form. 
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Table 7 North Carolina Performance on the 1991 SAT Total, Compared to the U.S. 
and. Other Selected States 

Ohservarions 

• In 199 1 , North Carolina's participation rate on the SAT was 57 percent, 
higher than the national participation rate of 42 percent. Of the states 
selected for comparison, five of six had higher participation rates than North 
Carolina. 

• North Carolina had a smaller proportion of five to scventecn-ycar-olds 
living in poverty in 1991 than the national average (17.5 percent compared 
to 20.7 percent), a proportion lower than three of the six states selected for 
comparison. Similarly, in 1991 North Carolina had a smaller proportion of 
public aid recipients than the national average, and a rate smaluer than five of 
the six states selected for comparison. 

• North Carolina had a higher percentage of minority five to 17-year olds than 
the national average, (29.3 percent conmared to 22.6 percent), a proportion 
smaller than for four of the six states selected for comparison. 

• The North Carolina per capita expenditure for elementary and secondary 
education is considerably lower than the average for the United States, and 
is lower than the averages for five of the six comparison states. 

Figure 3 1991 SAT Total Scores for Students with 20 or More Credits in Academic 
Subjects for Selected States 

Observations 

• Compared to SAT takers nationally. North Carolina students are less likely 
to have taken 20 or more academic courses (40 percent nationally compared 
to 31 percent in North Carolina). North Carolina test-takers do not compare 
favorably to students in Maryland (49 percent). New Yoric (56 percent), or 
Virginia (45 percent). Comparisons for students witii 18 or more courses 
are similarly unfavorable. Note also tfie higher peiwntage of New York 
and Virginia's seniors which took Uie SAT, compared to 57 percent of 
North Carolina's seniors. 

• North Carolina had slightiy higher proportions of students who took tiie test 
and had fewer than 15 academic courses. 

Figure 4 1991 SAT Total Scores for Males and Females for Selected States 

Figure 5 1991 SAT Total Scores by Student Etfinicity for Selected States 

Figure 6 1991 SAT Total Scores by Family Income Level for Selected States 

Figure 7 1991 SAT Total Scores by Parent Education Level for Selected States 
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Observarions 



• At every income and parent education level» North Carolina suxlents scored 
lower than their counterparts nationally. Generally, North Carolina students 
in these categories scored lower than their counterparts in the selected states 
as well, with the exception of students in Georgia and South Carolina. 

Figure 8 1991 SAT Total Scores by Self-Reported High School Grade Point Average 
for Selected States 

Observations 

• North Carolina test takers with self-reported high school grades of A+, A 
and A- scored lower than students nationally and in each of the states 
selected for comparison. (This is true for North Carolina students with 
g^es of B and C as well.) Note also that Noith Carolina test-takers are 
awarded grades in the A range more often than students nationally (33 
percent compared to 28 percent nationally), and more often than each of the 
selected states with the exception of Texas, which awards 39 percent As. 

Table 8 North Carolina Performance on the 1991 SAT Verbal, Compared to the 
U.S. and Other Selected States 

Table 9 North Carolina Performance on the 1991 SAT Mathematics, Compared to 
the U.S. and Other Selected States 
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Table 1. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Verbal, 
Mathematics, and Total Scores Ranked by State 



State 



Percent 
Tested 



Verbal 
Mean 



Verbal 
Rank 



Math 
Mean 



Math 
Rank 



Total 
Mean 



Total 
Rank 




Data Source: The College Board 



Table 2. 1986-1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Total Scores Ranked by State 



State 



*86 

Total Rank 



•87 

Total Rank 



'88 

Total Rank 



'89 

Total Rank 



'90 

Total Rank 




Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

•d 

m 



1001 IS 
904 38 
980 22 



1001 


IS 


99S 


16 " 


'986 


'l7 


981 


19 


lOOS 


11 


906 


38 


908 


33 


9C6 


34 


903 


33 


897 


33 


980 


21 


971 


21 


966 


22 


969 


21 


959 


23 




'91 

'91 Percent 
Total Rank Tested 





6 
47 
29 

^1 



Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 




89S 


42 


893 


42 


890 


42 


887 


44 


884 


842 


49 


840 


49 


848 


48 


847 


48 


844 


880 


4S 


881 


45 


888 


44 


888 


43 


885 



42 
49 
41 



882 
844 
883 



41 
48 
40 



48 

62 
55 




Iowa 


1095 


2 


1089 


1 


1090 


1 


1084 


1 


1088 


1 


1093 


1 


5 


Kansas 


1042 


5 


1045 


4 


1035 


4 


1040 


4 


1040 


4 


1039 


4 


10 


Kentucky 


1002 


14 


998 


16 


99C» 


17 


996 


13 


994 


14 


993 


17 


11 




Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 



909 


36 


909 


36 


906 


36 


905 


35 


900 


36 


896 


35 


79 


976 


23 


972 


23 


970 


22 


972 


21 


968 


22 


980 


20 


11 


1022 


8 


1003 


14 


1001 


11 


1006 


10 


1019 


7 


1023 


7 


12 




Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 



935 28 938 



1024 6 10 
919 30 25 
921 28 75 




North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 



Rhale island 898 
South Carolina 826 
South Dakota 1098 



835 


50 


838 


50 


841 


1064 


3 


1067 


3 


1053 


963 


26 


954 


25 


951 



49 
3 
25 



836 
1067 
948 



51 841 50 
2 1069 2 
25 949 24 



844 48 57 
1073 2 6 
946 24 22 




40 
51 
1 



898 
832 
1076 



40 
51 

2 



900 


""38 ■ 


895 


40 


883 


43 


880 


838 


51 


838 


50 


834 


51 


832 


1070 


2 


1041 


3 


1061 


3 


1047 



43 67 
51 58 
3 5 




Vermont 916 33 

Virginia 908 37 

Washington 963 26 



■914" 


32 


909 


' 32 


905 


35 ^ 


897 


37 " 


890 " 


37 


u 


907 


37 


902 


37 


902 


38 


895 


38 


890 


37 


60 


951 


27 


942 


27 


939 


26 


923 


28 


913 


31 


49 




O Data Source: The College Board 

ERJC 



in 



Table 3. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Verbal, Mathematics, and Total Scores 
for States With 40 Percent or More of Seniors Taking the Test 



State 



Percent 
Tested 



Verbal 
Meao 



Verbal 
Raak 



Mean 



Math 
Rank 



Total 
Mean 



Total 
Rank 




Vennont 
Virginia 
Washington 



Data Source: The College Board 



N=24 



^0 

12 



Table 4. Average Total Scholastic Aptitude Test Score 
for North Carolina and the Nation: 1972-1991* 



National Average 



North CaroUna Average 



Year 



Verbal 



Math 



TotaT 



Verbal 



Math 



Total 




• 1972 was the fint year that "nie College Board began reporting the most recent SAT scores of seniors, regardless of 
when the student last took the test. Data prior to that time are not comparable. 



O Data Source: The College Board 

ERIC 



13 



PI 




Figure 2. North Carolina, Georgia, South Carolina, and Virginia Average Scholastic 

Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores: 1985 - 1991 
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Virginia 
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Carolina 



1985 



1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 



Q Data Source: The College Board 



14 22 



Table 5. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 
Verbal Score Breakdown: N.r &nd U.S. 



/UL-Stiidenta 



37,188 400 (100) 



Averafg ^ 
422 (100) 



DIFFERENCE 
FROM U S. 

•22 



Total Credits Id Six 
Acidgmlp SMhf>rt« 

19 or i9,« 4,059 ^j^^^^lj^^*^* 

■worm-^ ^^^^ 

if " or 

Miiiiiiilli 

No Response 
Six 

iiiillliillil 

Fcinailie' 



mmmmmmm 
7,512 



20;424 398 {^^■■■"■•■-■•■■•■■"--^-<«-'<''J^^'»>^'-^^^^^ 



■otiiif • •••• 

Family Inrnm> 

$30,000 - $40,660 
$50,606 - m, 
More than $76,000 



Jl0^0^^^^ 

>!??'ftsv^x":'?:<<<:::?::::><::i:i::v 

Parent Kducatioii l^v^[ 



High S ch ool D Ip 1 oni a 
No Respbasc 



^^f^" ''■^^99^^'l2C ■^'*^"^^'"^~fSf^*^^^'^*^«'^^^*^^'^^^*^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 



. 3.3" 422 (16) ■ "446 li-jy--—^^^^ 
, 449 (13) 469 



378 (4§) 395 (38) -17 



HI 



High School Grade 
Point AvPrfgf 



Data Source: The College Board 



ERIC 



15 



Table 6. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 
Mathematics Score Breakdown: N.C. and U.S. 



M.r. HA DIFFERENCE 

All strident* 37,188 444 (100) 474 (iOO) 30 



TottI CrcdiU In Six 




■.•■V.*.-.VAN%%' 



20,424 430 



4$ 
.23 





High School Grade 
pniwt Avenge 

A 

II 



4,780 »1 (14) 



411 

*7i 



(11) 




^41 
•11 



Dttti Source: The College Board 




Table 7. North Carolina Performance on the 1991 SAT Total, Compared to the U.S. and Other Selected States 





United 




North 




Georgia 




Maryland 




New 




South 




Texas 




Virginia 






States 




Carolina 












York 


















average 


% 


average 


% 


average 


% 


average 




average 


% 


average 


% 


average 


% 


average 


% 


% AriMs Age 5*1 7 




20,7 




17 s 




20 1 








122 








4 o»j 




14 1 










































































62 




5.0 








5.7 




8.0 




. 63 




45 




4j0 














71 A 




90 X 




i/.v 




J0.9 










Pen^iu Agt 5-i7 yn.* 






































42 




57 




62 








75 




58 




44 




60 


Sun UemlPtr CapUa 


$745.94 




$671.18 




$725J6 




$744.92 




$103029 




$648.07 




$73653 




$76330 




ExftmHtmni 


































fmrPuhUeSchoeU**** 


































SAT TOTAL SCALRn SCORES 
































AllSttidcnto***** 


896 


100 


844 


100 


844 


100 


904 


100 


881 


100 


832 


100 


874 


100 


890 


100 


Total rull>]fcar credits 


































for itndy !■ six 
•cadcmic Mbjccta 


































19 or ■t^;^'^'-^'^''''-''- 
















■ ■.■■■.4!> 


■■■-.'919 1 






„.: '27 


1002 


23 






" 923 ■ 


13 


899 


14 


907 


11 


! 899 


14 




10 


879 


13 


943 


13 


911 


13 










: ■■14: 






?V''|:i.-.-,!^t , 




..^■■;;:}#d^'?: 






.:■ .14:' 




i5 




12 


17 or 17.5 


844 


10 


816 


12 


836 


14 


811 


8 


780 


7 


813 


14 


863 


1* 


813 


9 












■:. 








■,: .■;.''r?i\^/. 






n 




W 




6 


15orl5.5 


789 


6 


760 


7 


778 


9 


764 


5 


735'" 


4 


■■' ■""^■758 ■ 


8 


782 


8 


769 


5 




■ ...155,., 






,■.,■.,,14, 






v: .'■■.■■'»5 


■; :% 










..: ..;i.74i. 


15 




9: 



* From Chief Sute School Officert Council'i "Sute Education Indicators 1989", with dau from the U.S. Bureau of the Census, "United Sutes Summary: General Population 
Characteristics: 1980," series PC80-1-B1, Table 67. 

Rom The World Abnanac and Book of Facts 1990," New York: An Imprint of Pharos Books, November 1989, p. 563. 
% Participaticn was taken from The College Board's release of SAT scores, and is based on a press release for I'uesday, August 27, 1991 entitled 
"Average SAT Scores by State, 1981, 1986-1991." 
♦♦♦♦ From Bureau of the Census, "Ciovenunent Finances in 1988-89". 

SAT data are from The College Board's "1991 Profile of SAT and Achievement Test Takers" for the selected stales. 



DataSourc*:: The College Board 
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Table 7, cont'd. 



United North Georgia Maryland New Soutli Teias Virginia 

States CaroUaa Yorit Carolina 

average % average % average % average % average % average % average % average % 



SCK 




Data Source: The College Board 



Figure 3. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores foi; Students in Six Academic Subjects 

for Selected States 



I 




Figure 4. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores for Males and Females 

for Selected States 





Figures. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores by Student Ethnicity 

for Selected States 
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n in 
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Amcricm 
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Figure 6. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores by Family Income Level 

for Selected States 




o 

ERIC 



Dato Source: The College Board 



20 



30 



■ 


$70,000 or more 




$60.000-$70.000 


m 


$50.000-$60.000 


m 


$40.000-$50.000 


m 


$30.000-$40.000 


■ 


$20.000-$30.000 


■ 


$10.000 $20.000 




Less than 


m 


$10,000 



Figure 7. 



Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores by Parent Education 

for Selected States 



Level 






Graduate 




Degree 




Bachelor's 




Degree 




Associate 


■ 


Degree 


m 


High School 




Diploma 


m 


No Diploma 



Figure 8. Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Total Scores by Self-Reported High School 

Grade Point Average for Selected States 



1300 




■ 


A+ (97-100) 




A (93-96) 


m 


A- (90-92) 


IB 


B (80-89) 


■ 


C (70-79) 


■ 


D or below 



Q Data Source: The College Board 

ERIC 
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Table S. North Carolina Peiformance on the 1991 SAT Verbal, Compared to the U^S. and Other Selected States 





UBUcd 
States 
average 


% 


North 
Carolina 
average 


% 


Georgia 
average 


% 


NSsTjriand 
average 


% 


New 
York 
average 


% 


Soutli 
Carolina 
average 


% 


Texas 
average 


% 


VirainU 


% 


%?fnofif Aft 5-/7 
Mow po¥trt9 ttm^ 




20.7 




I7J 




20.1 




Uj6 




122 




203 




18.1 




14.1 






62 




S.0 




6.4 




5.1 




8.0 




63 




43 




4j0 






22j6 




293 




33.4 




29j6 




27S 




38.4 




362 




242 


% fufUdf^m^^^ 




42 




57 




62 




64 




75 




58 




44 




X/) 


forPtMkSehatk**** 


$74534 




$671.18 




$725.56 




$744S2 




$103029 




$648/07 




$73653 








SAT VERBAL J5CALED STORPil 
































AU Studtali***** 


422 


100 


400 


100 


400 


100 


429 


100 


413 


100 


395 


100 


411 


100 


424 


100 



Total Ail|.]rear credits 
for study bi six 

nor 17.5 398 10 

15 or 15.5 372 6 



sis 



426 14 430 11 426 
385 12 395 14 



WlfmMMm 

14 400 lb 

8 369 7 



13 



372 6 359 7 368 9 -^i- 5 ^- •■■■^■■■^•■■> 

• From Chief StaUs School Officen Council's "Stttc Education Indicators 1989". with data fromihe U.S. Buresu of the Census, "United Sutes Sumnuuy: Oenend Populstion Chsrscteristics: 19i 
series PC80-1-B1, Table 67. ' 
Prom The World Almansc and Book of Fscts 1990," New Yorit: An Imprint of Pharos Books, November 1989, p. 563. 

••• % Participation wss taken from The CoUcge Board's reiesse of SAT scores, and is based on a press release for Tucsdsv. August 27, 1991 entiUed "Average SAT Scores by 
Stfttc* 1981t 1986-1991," 

♦♦♦♦ From Bureau of the Census, "Government Finances in 1988-89". 

SAT data arc from The College Board's ** 1991 ProfUc of SAT and Achievement Test Takers** for the selected states. 

■J A 



ERIC 



Data Source: The College Board 
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Table 8, cont'd. 



United North Georgia 

States Carolina 
average % average % average 



Maryland 
% average % 



New 
York 
average 



South 
Carolina 
average 



Texan 
average 




418 52 398 55 396 54 425 S3 409 S3 392 54 



407 



S3 



Virginia 
average 

"422 



% 



S3 



Asian Amnkan 



WWte^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
FamiljjBGODc 



411 8 405 2 402 3 432 7 412 6 

m^^^mixmMmmMm. 

424 71 456 67 435 71 

Wiiit'iitMii: 



423 74 





$70.00b'or'inore''" 19 



m^i^mm^^^m^.M^^\^mmimm 

368 14 363 ^ ^ 13^^ 366 8 ^_^ 370 13 361 _ 16 ^ 376 14 ^ ..,..37?....,....^ 

3W .20.'r'!t3^jr^'"V^^^.v,^^ J'^''^'*"^%15^*^^^^^ ' 19 ^' 409'^^ ^^''^1^;'^'^^'^^^^ 

m"'''"'\o 42o'-''^''*'^ ii^^fc^^^S:.. .^5.......... .M^^^.-..^,^^.^Mi^ 

449 13 448 16 477 25 477 16 448 11 455 17 473 21 



Parent Educationil Lcvd 

HighSctwolDiploim 395 38 378 46 376 45 390 36 392 42 373 46 386 38 390 36 

Bachelof'f Degree 442 27 425 25 425 25 442 27 439 22 421 23 433 28 442 28 



Higli School GPA 

A (93-96) 
B (80-89) 
Dor below 



11 521 9 533 9 480 



503 


11 


474 


14 


482 


mt 






'M.-l 


J::m 


409 


52 


'383 


50 


388 








v.jl^':.,.. 




338 


0 


324 


0 


346 



474 



16 



513 



10 



54 424 54 406 56 388 54 383 52 419 49 



0 



359 



1 



324 



1 



335 



1 



328 



343 



1 



5 



^Dala Source: The College Board 



Table 9. North Carolina Performance on the 1991 SAT Mathematics, Compared to the U.S. and Other Selected States 



United 
State* 
average 



% PtnMiM Agt 5-17 
yn. bt kamitkoUM 
btimw poverty Unt* 

%PmilkAURteipUiM** 

%MlMrttytfTh»it 

Smtt Mi Ue«IF0r Cm^ 
firFmUkSekMb**** 

SAT MATH STAi Rn SrOttRS 
AU StodcBts***** 



North 
CaroUna 
% average 

20.7 



62 
22.6 

42 



% 

175 

293 
57 



Georgia Maryland 
average % average % 



New 
York 
average 



South 
Caroihia 
% average % 



Texas 
average 



Virgtaiia 
% average % 



20J 

64 
334 

62 



11.6 

5.1 
29.6 

64 



122 

8.0 
27.9 

75 



203 

63 

384 

58 



18J 

45 

362 

44 



$745.94 



$671.18 



$72536 



P44S2 



$103029 



$648.07 



$73653 



$76330 



14.1 

4.0 
242 

60 



474 100 444 100 444 100 475 100 468 100 437 100 463 100 466 100 




From •The World Almanac md Book of Facte 1990," New York: An Imprint of Pharos Books, November 1989, p. 563. 
% Putkipation was taken from The College Board's release of SAT scores, and is baied on a press release for "niesday, August 27 1991 enUded 
"Average SAT Scores by State. 1981 , 1986-1991." 
From Bureau of the Census, "Government Finances in 1988-89". 

SAT dau are from The College Board's "1991 Profile of SAT and Achievement Test Taker?" for the selected states. 
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Data Source: The College Board 



Table 9, cont'd. 



United North Georgia Maryland 

States Carolina 

average % average % average % average % 



New 
York 

average % 



South Texas Virginia 

Carolhia 

average % average % average % 



Female 453 52 430 55 427 54 456 53 449 53 421 
Ethnkity 

Asian Atnencn 530 8 507 2 516 3 541 7 542 6 500 

489 71 



While 



489 



72 



467 74 



467 71 



501 67 



462 



2 522 5 513 6 

69' ■ ' 74 



FaimijrlBConc 



$10.000400.600 

^.ooo-i4n.oii)6^ 



$50.000.$60.000 

;;^kSsS5J*!:S 



$70,000 or mwe 



434 

4i56 

491 

lip 
'528* 



■8 .,^1..^.^ ,20^..^ f^y^^.^.. '^^ 19.., ;*59;,....,,J'7_^^ _ 17 



Parent Educational Level 

High School Di|4oma 443 38 421 46 420 45 434 36 443 42 415 46 436 38 428 36 



Bachelor's Deuce 497 27 472 25 471 25 490 27 496 22 461 23 486 28 487 28 



High School CPA 
A (93-96) 



571 



11 531 14 542 11 585 9 604 9 537 9 540 16 569 10 



B (80-89) 



457 52 



424 50 429 54 470 54 460 56 429 54 429 
Dor below 381 0 360 0 366 0 387 l 356 1 348 1 372 




Data Source: The College Board 
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NORTH CAROLINA PERFORMANCE ON THE SAT FOR 129 SCHOOL 
SYSTEMS AND TWO SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

1991 
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North Carolina Performance on the SAT for 129 School Systems 
and Two Special Schools: 1991 



Note: The data contained in this section are for the 129 school systems and two special schools 
which released their SAT scores to the North CaroUna Department of Public Instruction. 

Table 10 Distribution of 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Verbal and Mathematics 
Scores 

Figure 9 Distribution of 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Mathematics Scores 
Figure 10 Distribution of 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Mathematics Scores 
Figure 1 1 Distribution of SAT Verbal Yields by School System: 1991 
Figure 1 2 Distribution of SAT Mathematics Yields by School System: 1991 



Observations 



The average scores for the school systems which released their scores to the 
Department of Public Instruction were very similar to those for all SAT- 
takers in the state. The verbal score was 399, which was one pomt lower 
than the score for the entire state, and the mathematics score was 444, the 
same as the score for the entire state, for a total average score of 843. 

A number of students had the highest possible scores but even more had the 
lowest possible scores on the SAT. 
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Table 10. Distribution of North Carolina 
1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Verbal and Mathematics Scores 



Verbal 



(Mean. 399. Yield » 17.8) 



Mathematics 



Number 



Percent 



N:cr 

percentile 



(Mean* 444. Yield a 2U) 



Score 



Number 



Percent 



NTCT 
Percentile 




ERIC 



Note: Data arc from the 129 School Systems and 2 Special Schools which released their scores to the Department of Public Instruction 
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Figure 9. Distribution of North Carolina 1991 Individual Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 

VerlMl Scores 




Figure 10. Distribution of North Carolina 1991 Individual Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 

Mathematics Scores 




E RJ C ^'"^ ^ ^ ^^"^^ ^^'"^ ^ ^"^^ "^"^ '° Dcparimem of Public Instrucaon 

29 43 



Figure 11. Distribution of North Carolina 1991 School System 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Verbal Yields 




Verbal YicM 



Figure 12. Distribution of North Carolina 1991 School System 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) Mathematics Yields 



20 




Mathematics YkM 

Note: Date are from the 129 School Systems and 2 Special School which released their scores to the Department of PubUc Instruction 
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SECTION 4 



INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL SYSTEM PERFORMANCE ON THE SAT FOR 129 
SCHOOL SYSTEMS AND TWO SPECIAL SCHOOLS: 1991 
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Individual School System Performance on the SAT for 129 School Systems 

and Two Special Schools: 1991 

Note: The data contained in this section are for the 129 school systems and two special schools 
which released their SAT scores to the North Carolina Deparmient of Public Instruction. 

Table 1 1 School Systems with the Highest 1991 SAT Scores 

Table 12 School Systems with the Highest SAT Score Gains from 1990 to 199 1 

Table 1 3 School Systems with the Highest 199 1 SAT Participation Rates 

Table 14 School Systems with the Highest 1991 SAT Yields 

Table 15 School Systems with the Highest Percent of Students with 20 or more 
Academic Courses: 1991 

Figure 13 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Verbal Scores by Technical Assistance Center 

Figure 14 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test Mathematics Scores by Technical Assistance 
Center 

Table 16 Individual School System SAT Scores, Verbal and Mathematics: 1991 
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Table 11. School Systems with the Highest 1991 SAT Scores 



Verbal 

1. Chapel Hill City 

2. Watauga 

3. Mt Airy City 

4. AshevilleGty 

5. Buncombe 
5. Davie 

7. EUdnGty 

8. Duiham County 

9. Jackson 

10. Hickory City 



Mathematics 

1. Chapel Hill City 

2. Wake 

3. Roanoke Rapids 

4. Buncombe 
4. Watauga 

6. Ashe 

7. MtAiryCity 

8. Mooresville Gty 

9. Dare 

10. EUdnGty 

10. Hendersonville Gty 



Tclal 

1. Chapel Hill City 

2. Watauga 

3. Buncombe 

4. MtAiryCity 
4. Wake 

6. Ashe 

7. EUdnGty 

8. Davie 

9. Durham County 
9. Roanoke Rapids 



Table 12. School Systems with the Highest SAT Score Gains from 1990 to 1991 



1. MtAiryCity 

1. ThomasvilleCity 

3. MitcheU 

3. Rockingham 

5. EUdnGty 

6. Newton-Conover City 

7. Mooresville Gty 

8. Kings Mountain City 

9. Moore 
10. Yadkin 



Mathematics 

1. EUdnGty 

2. MitcheU 

3. Rockingham 

4. Kings Mountain City 

5. Mt Airy Gty 

6. Newton-Conover City 

7. Harnett 

8. Mooresville Gty 
8. Yadkin 

10. ThomasvilleCity 



lotal 

1. EUdnGty 

2. MitcheU 

3. Rockingham 

4. Mt.AiryCity 

5. I^T.^s Mountain City 
5. ThomasvUle City 

7. Newton-Conover City 

8. MooresviUeGty 

9. Yadkin 
10. Moore 



Table 13. School Systems with the Highest 1991 SAT Participation Rates 

1. Chapel HiU City 

2. Hendersonville City 

3. Durham County 

4. HickoiyGty 
4. Wake 

6. Clinton City 

7. BurUngtonGty 

8. Durham Gty 

9. EUdnGty 
9. Monroe City 



ERIC 
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Table 14. School Systems with Highest 1991 SAT Yields 



1. 


Chapel Hill Gty 


1. 


Chapel HiU Qty 


1. 


Chapel Hill Gty 


2. 


Hendersonville City 


2. 


Hendersonville Gty 


2. 


Hendersonville City 


3. 


Durham County 


3. 


Wake 


3. 


Durham County 


4, 


Hickory Qty 


4. 


Durham County 


4. 


Wake 


4 


Wake 


5. 


Hickory Qty 


5. 


Hickory Gty 


6. 


EUdnQty 


6. 


Dare 


6. 


EUdnGty 


7. 


Watauga 


6. 


EUdnGty 


7. 


Watauga 


8. 


AshevUle City 


8. 


Watauga 


8. 


Dare 


9. 


Burlington City 


9. 


Burlington Gty 
Forsyth 


9. 


Burlington 
Forsyth 


9, 


Dare 


10. 


10. 



Table 15. School Systems with the Highest Percent of Students with 
20 or More Academic Courses of those Taking the 1991 SAT 

1. ChapelHiUGty 

2. AsheviUeGty 

3. Durham County 

4. MooresvilleGty 

5. WeldonGty 

6. Henjersonville Gty 

7. Lexii'igton Gty 

8. Kannapolis Gty 

9. Lee 

10. Perquimans 



48 

34 



Figure 13. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
Verbal Scores by Technical Assistance Center 
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Figure 14. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
Mathematics Scores by Technical Assistance Center 
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Table 16. 1991 Scholastic Aptitude Test VerlMil and Mathematics 
Scores and Yields for Technical Assistance Centers 



Western Technical AsslsUncc Center 

Number 

School System Tested 



Percent 
Tested 



Verbid 
Yley 



Qay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 



57 
41 
243 



62.6 
S1.3 
4S.3 



20.0 
16.1 
1S.9 



Maom County 
Madison County 
McDowell County 



Math 
YIeM 



Verbid 

SCM<c 



Math 
Score 




22.S 
21.9 
18.9 



391 


415 


388 


457 


410 


450 





Swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 



451 
428 



50 



36 



ERIC 



Table 16., contU 



Northwest Technical Assistance Center 

Number Percent Verbal Math Verbal Math 

School System Tested Tested Yield YleM Score Score 




Avery County 
Buike County 
Caldwell County 



93 


55.7 


281 


39.5 


272 


44.1 



16.S 


17.7 


378 


391 


14.1 


16.5 


414 


450 


15.5 


18.2 


411 


448 




Davids<m County 

Lexington City 75 
Thomasville City 78 



372 
82 
180 




Ifcdell County 
Moorcsville City 
Stokes County 

i 




SSS:^ 



61.0 
55.0 
45.0 



19.7 


23.4 


393 


430 


19.8 


25.0 


416 


472 


14.6 


16.8 


394 


423 




Watauga County 
Wilkes County 
Yadkin County 



1S9 61.4 
232 39.9 
133 43.8 



24.2 
13.5 
14.8 



28.5 
15.5 
16.7 



436 
403 
403 



478 
433 
428 



ERIC 



51 



37 



Table 16., contU 



Southwest Technical Assistance Center 

Number Percent Verbal Math Verbal Math 

School System Tested Tested Yield Yield Score Score 




Stanly County 
Albemarle City 
Union County 



52 

38 

ERIC 



r 



Table 16., cont'd. 



Northeast Technical Assistance Center 

Number Percent Verbal Math Verbal Math 

School System Tested Tested Yield Yield Score Score 




ERIC 



39 



53 



Table 16., cont'd. 



Southeast Technical Assistance Center 

Number Percent Verbd Math Verbal Math 

School System Tested Tested YIeM YkM Score Score 




Columbus County 
WhitevilleCity 
Cnven County 




ERIC 



40 54 



Table 16., cont'd. 



Raleigh Area Oflke 



School System 



Number 
Tested 



PerceDt 
Tested 



Verbal 
YleU 



Math 
Yield 



Verbal 

Score 



Math 

Score 




ERIC 



41 



55 



